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All claims being allowable. PROSECUTION ON THE MERITS IS (OR REMAINS) CLOSED in this application. If not included 
herewith (or previou^y mailed), a Notice of Allowance (PTOL-85) or other appropriate communication will be mailed in due course. THIS 
NOTICE OF ALLOWABILITY IS NOT A GRANT OF PATENT RIGHTS. This application is subject to withdrawal from issue at the initiatiye 
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8. Examiner's Statement of Reasons for Allowance: 

This invention relates to a method for calculating noise level in a signal. Qaim 1 identifies the uniquely distinct feature of the 
method comprising the steps of: accumulating two sample windows of the signal; calculating energy of the signal within each of the sample 
windows; calculating the difference in the energy of the signal within each of the sample windows; updating a variance parameter based on 
the difference; in the event that the variance parameter is less than a predetermined multiple of the energy of the signal within a most 
recent one of the sample windows then indicating the presence of noise and setting a noise level parameter as a function of the energy of 
the signal within the most recent one of the sample windows, and in the event that the variance parameter is greater than or equal to than 
the predetermined multiple of the energy of the signal within the most recent one of the sample windows then indicating the absence of 
noise in the most recent sample window; and in the event that the noise level parameter exceeds the energy of the signal within the most 
recent one of the sample windows then setting the noise level parameter to equal the energy of the signal within the most recent one of the 
sample windows, wherein the step of updating the variance parameter further comprises the steps of: comparing the variance parameter to 
the difference in the energy of the signal within each of the sample windows and setting the variance parameter to the weighted average of 
the difference and a previous value of the variance parameter; and in the event that the variance parameter is greater than the difference 
then adjusting the variance parameter with a predetermined decay ratio, and in the event that the variance parameter is less than or equal 
to the difference then adjusting said variance parameter with a predetermined attack ratio. As such, claim 1 requires adjusting the variance 
parameter with a predetermined decay ratio in the event that the variance parameter is greater than the difference in the energy of the 
signal within each of the sample windows, and adjusting the variance parameter with a predetermined attack ratio in the event that the 
variance parameter is less than or equal to the difference. In this context, the applicant's argument is persuasive. While the closest prior art, 
Graumann [US 6,175,634 B1] and Reaves et al [WO 9602911 A1] each teach updating a variance parameter, Graumann using an 
error_update_weight, and Reaves et al using a neural network; neither Graumann nor Reaves et al teach or suggest adjusting the variance 
parameter with a predetermined decay ratio in the event that the variance parameter is greater than the difference in the energy of the 
signal within each of the sample windows, and adjusting the variance parameter with a predetermined attack ratio in the event that the 
variance parameter is less than or equal to the difference. As such, the prior art, either singulariy or in combination, fail to aniticipate or 
render the above limitation obviuos. Therefore, claim 1 is allowable. 

Claims 2 and 4 are allowable due to dependence from daim 1. 



9. Other: 

The claims have been re-numbered as follows: 

CLAIMS NUMBER (ORIGINAL) CLAIMS NUMBER (FINAL) 

1-2 1-2 
4 3 

Claim no. 1 along with figure number 1 will be published in the Official Gazette. 



Any comments considered necessary by applicant must be submitted no later than the payment of the issue fee and to avoid 
processing delays, should preferably accompany the issue fee. Such submissions should be clearly labeled "Comments on Statement of 
Allowance". 
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